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on the month's news. 


The cancer in 
Britain’s education 

The great education debate, centring upon 
the appalling standards to which many of 
Britain’s schools have descended since 
‘child-centred’ teaching became the fashion 
in the 1960s, came to a climax last month 
when the National Union of Teachers voted 
overwhelmingly to reject Education Secret- 
ary Patten’s new testing plans for seven, 11 
and 14-year-olds. Now in fact, the three 
main teachers’ unions have come out against 
the plans. In addition to this, there is a 
threat of strike action in opposition to the 
parallel plan to link teachers’ pay to 
classroom performance. That such action 
could inflict immense harm on pupils this 
summer seems to be a matter of complete 
indifference to the teachers involved. 

As with almost everything attempted by 
the present Tory Government, Patten’s test 
plans are a rash and ill-thought out formula 
in which there has been wholly inadequate 
consultation with experienced experts in the 
field in question. In practice the tests would 


consume far too much school time and thus 


` make damaging inroads into actual teaching 


schedules. Whilst their objective was a 
sound one, the careless and slap-happy way 
in which that objective has been pursued in 
its practical details is typical of the crushing 
incompetence with which John Major’s 
administration has tackled every national 
problem with which it has been confronted. 
The consequence of this blundering approach 
has been that the Government has alienated 
many responsible teachers whom it ought to 
have succeeded in getting on its side against 
the leftist educational establishment. The 
same can be said of the much heralded 


` national curriculum, which is demanding 85 


per cent of teaching time for its implemen- 
tation, whilst the almost unanimous view of 
head teachers (including those supportive of 
the Government’s basic strategy) is that this 
should be cut back to a maximum of 75 per 
cent in primary schools and 50 per cent in 
secondary ones. 

All of which is most regrettable — 
because in the most basic terms any British 
Government which declares war on the edu- 
cational establishment in an effort to raise 
school standards in this country has right on 
its side. TV news reports on the NUT 
meeting in Brighton last month were 
revealing, telling the British public far more 
by way of the pictures of the delegates than 
in narratives of the issues discussed. 
Probably a majority consisted of specimens 
so slovenly and scruffy that, had they been 
school pupils in the 1950s or before, they 
would have been curtly ordered to go home 
and smarten up before even being allowed 
into the classroom. From those of them 
filmed on the speaker’s podium came the 
usual outpourings of marxist drivel so 
familiar to us all over the past two decades 
— drivel moreover spouted in the tones of 
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teenage morons rather than serious 
educators. To any parent the thought of 
having this riff raff in charge of one’s 
children is horrifying beyond description, yet 
that is the very fate suffered by millions of 
fathers and mothers and their offspring 
around Britain in this age of national lunacy. 

One of these delegates screamed from the 
platform that the Government was waging 
“an ideological war against working-class 
children.’’ The actual reality of education in 
this country over the past two or three 
decades has been that a faction predom- 
inating in the teaching profession has been 
waging an ideological war against the British 
Nation. That is the reality that has to be 
taken into account whenever and wherever 
educational issues are discussed. We will not 
even begin to understand what has been 
happening in our schools until we recognise 
that the purpose of the ‘progressive’ educat- 
ional lobby is one, not merely of naive 
‘experimentation’ in schooling, but of the 
wholesale demolition of British society, 
culture and civilisation. Like the mass media 
to which it is related, modern British 
education constitutes a weapon aimed at this 
country with the full destructive intent of the 
guns of an enemy in war. Whilst this educat- 
ional system enlists to its cause many 
thousands of freaks and cretins of the kind 
on display at Brighton, its fundamental 
impetus comes not from the stupid and 
misguided but from those who know exactly 
what they are doing: a small but influential 
caucus of conspirators whose deliberate 
purpose is to reduce the British nation to a 
rabble of slaves, helots and half-wits totally 
incapable of acting as the custodians of a 
great national heritage and therefore fully 
ripe for conquest. 

Any policy for the regeneration of our 
school system which does not proceed from 
this essential premise is going to be half- 
baked and doomed to certain failure. 


Vital information withheld 


Yet another British tourist on holiday in 
the United States has been brutally murdered 
in the street. This time it was Adrian 
Strasser, a 36-year-old schoolteacher from 
Midlothian, who was visiting New Orleans. 
Leaving his fiancée, Margaret Reece, at the 
hotel where the two were staying, Mr. 
Strasser went for a walk and wandered into 
one of the more depressed and dangerous 
areas of the city carrying his video camera 
— a sure invitation to trouble. He was set 
upon and clubbed to death and his camera 
and other belongings stolen. He became just 
one more statistic in a growing catalogue of 
killings of foreign visitors in American 
cities. 

The day following, the Foreign Office 
issued a statement purporting to consist of 
‘advice’ for British tourists in the US. Such 
tourists, it said, should find out from tour 
operators which areas were dangerous. They 
should also seek the same information at 
their hotels. They should keep their wits 
about them at all times. They should not 


resist muggers but should hand over their 
money and other possesssions if these were 
demanded. 

This advice is all very fine but it excludes 
the most vital information of all. British 
tourists in the United States, if they care for 
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their own safety, should definitely not stray 
into areas heavily populated by ethnic 
minorities — in particular Blacks. In almost 
every recently known case of British tourists 
in the US being murdered in the process of 
being mugged, the assailants in question 
have been either black or Hispanic, usually 
the former. It is not known precisely who 
killed Adrian Strasser, but descriptions of 
the neighbourhood in which he met his death 
make it very clear that it was one of the 
inner-city ghettos of America subjected to 
the social blessings of multi-racialism. Said 
one local resident of the area, Clinton Jase: 
““This is a hellhole. I'm desperate to get out. 
I hear gunfire every night.” According to a 
report in the Daily Mail (April 13th): 
** Apartments are boarded up and the street 
(where the murder took place) is usually 
deserted. Crack cocaine changes hands for 
£5 in an area dominated by poverty and 
crime.” 

It should not take too much perception to 
realise the kind of racial composition likely 
in such an area, but the fact remains that 
there are a great many thoroughly unper- 
ceptive Britons who annually go abroad on 
holiday, in particular to the USA, blissfully 
ignorant of the racial realities existing in 
such cities as New Orleans and Miami. Mr. 
Strasser, coming from a middle-class back- 
ground in a racially homogeneous and 
relatively low-crime area of Central 
Scotland, appears to have been one of them. 
If the Foreign Office had any real sense of 
its responsibilities towards British subjects 
travelling abroad, it would inform them of 
such racial realities explicitly and repeatedly 


until everybody got the message. But of 
course it dares not do so because that would 
constitute “racism” — the most heinous crime 
of the modem age, and the avoidance of 
which is far more imperative than prevention 
of the murder of British people in foreign 


parts. 

While dwelling on this matter, it is worth 
observing that the same withholding of vital 
information about criminals on the loose can 
be seen in TV reports in which facts and 
figures from the police are given out to the 
viewing public. It is customary for the 
sought-after lawbreaker — even if he is the 
most dangerous murderer or rapist — to be 
described in terms of his height, build, age 
and distinguishing marks but almost never 
his race — except when he is white. The 
public is therefore left to assume that such a 
wanted criminal is not white unless specif- 
ically described as such — an assumption by 
no means always assured. Thereby, villains 
at large who might have been caught are not 
caught — again all in the cause of political 
correctness, racial harmony and other over- 
whelming priorities! 


Museum with an odd name 


There recently opened in Los Angeles — 
a city full of crazy monstrosities if ever 
there was one — the “Museum of Toler- 
ance’. Costing 50 million dollars, this 
establishment was built by the Simon 
Wiesenthal Centre, described in the Sunday 
Telegraph as ““a Jewish human rights agency 
named after the Nazi hunter.” The museum 
is apparently dedicated to the victims of the 
so-called “Holocaust”, and part of its 
purpose, we are told, is to keep alive 
reminders of what was alleged to have 
happened to the Jews in Europe under 
Hitler. That is not all, however. In addition, 
the ‘Museum of Tolerance’ should, in the 


words of the Wiesenthal Centre’s founder 
Rabbi Marvin Hier, aim for nothing less 
than ‘‘the eradication of hate.’’ As such, it 
takes in not just the history of the Holocaust 
but, as the Sunday Telegraph explains, ‘‘also 
the Los Angeles riots, the struggles of 
Martin Luther King, the plight of Turkish 
Armenians and state-of-the-art graphics 
which explain why fat people aren’t always 
jolly.” The place has attracted the criticism 
of some Moslems, however, by wholly 
ignoring the fate of the Arabs dispossessed 
of their homeland in Palestine (What did 
they: expect?). 

In one section of the museum, so it is 
reported, visitors are subjected to a barrage 
of insults ranging from ““Redneck bastard!” 
and ‘‘Arrogant Jap!” to ‘‘Loudmouth 
Kike!” and “Jungle bunny!”” — all appar- 
ently with a view to bringing home to them 
the evils of ‘racism’. 

Most curious, however, is the museum’s 
name, seeming as it does to suggest that 
those people most dedicated to keeping alive 
‘Holocaust’? remembrance are the most 
zealous upholders of the principle of live- 
and-let-live. Let us examine some of the 
facts:- 

In Canada, a man of German origin, Ernst 
Zundel, was hounded by the authorities for 
more than a decade of his life for merely 
publishing and distributing literature which 
challenged the veracity of the ‘Holocaust’ 
legend. At the instigation, in the first place, 
of a Canadian Jewish community leader 
Sabina Zitron, Zundel was charged in court 
with spreading ““false news.” He was 
convicted and sentenced to a term of 
imprisonment followed by deportation. After 
a series of appeals lasting several years, he 
finally got this verdict quashed — though as 
these words are written Canada’s Jews are 
energetically seeking to get a reversal of the 
quashing. : 

In France, another man who expres 
doubt about the “Holocaust”, Dr.Robert 
Faurisson, was hauled into court, made to 
pay a heavy fine and deprived of his 
employment as a highly respected university 
professor. This action against Dr. Faurisson 
was taken after pressure on the French 
authorities from the country’s Jewish 
community. 

In Germany, British historian David 
Irving was also fined for making a public 
declaration of disbelief in the ‘Holocaust’. 
He has since been kicked out of Canada and 
refused admission to Australia in conse- 
quence of this ‘crime’ — again with the 
Jewish communities of those countries in the 
vanguard of agitation for his exclusion. 

In Britain, an American engineer, Fred 
Leuchter, was arrested at a London meeting 
at which he was scheduled to give a lecture 
based on his professional knowledge, stating 
that after close examination of Auschwitz 
concentration camp site he found the use of 
the alleged ‘gas chambers’ there for the 
mass-extermination of inmates to be ‘‘not 
possible.”” He was held by the police for 
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several hours before being thrown out of the 
country. This followed representations to the 
Home Secretary by the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews. 

Also in Britain, the same Home Secretary, 
Kenneth Clarke, was quite recently 
approached by a delegation from the same 
Jewish Board of Deputies demanding .legis- 
lation similar to that existing in Germany 
and France which makes it a criminal 
offence to deny the occurrence of the 
‘Holocaust’. 

All this, it would appear, is in defence of 
the cause of ‘tolerance’ — the word so 
exquisitely chosen to describe the new 
museum in Los Angeles. 

Whatever you might say about ’em, you 
can't deny 'em top marks for damned cheek! 


Hollywood: part of the truth 


It’s about time someone of prominence 
said it — better still a media writer with a 
worldwide audience. Here is what Michael 
Medved, a leading film critic in the United 
States, thinks of that country’s contemporary 
film industry:- 

“America”s long-running romance with 

Hollywood is over. People no longer 

believe that popular culture enriches their 

lives. Few view the showbusiness capital of 
the world as a magical source of uplifting 
entertainment, romantic inspiration or even 
harmless fun. Instead, tens of millions of 
people now see the entertainment industry 

as an all-powerful enemy, an alien force 

that assaults their most cherished values 

and corrupts their children. The dream 
factory has become the poison factory.” 


The foregoing was a quote from Mr. 
Medved’s recent book Hollywood versus 
America, parts of which were recently 
serialised in a section of the Sunday Times. 
In the book Medved spoke of the increasing 
bent towards sickness and degeneracy which 
has taken over in Hollywood productions. 
He might of course have spoken of Holly- 
wood versus the World — since the output 
of that cultural cesspit affects almost every 
nation by reason of its prominence at 
cinemas and on television screens. Here in 
Britain in particular, because our own 
domestic film industry has been allowed to 
go virtually into oblivion, our viewing time 
is dominated by Hollywood products much 
more than in most of Europe. The results in 
the way of standards are appalling almost 
beyond words. 

Speaking of the mounting public disgust at 
the output of Hollywood, Medved says:- 


““The leaders of the film industry refuse to 
acknowledge this rising tide of alienation 
and hostility. They dismiss anyone who 
dares to question the impact of the enter- 
tainment they produce as a ‘right-wing 
extremist’... They self-righteously assert 
their own right to unfettered free 
expression, while condemning as ‘fringe 
groups’ all organisations that plead for 
some sense of restraint or responsibility.” 
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All this is of course very familiar to the 
ears, but it provokes a much deeper 
question: Just who are ‘they’? The writer 
would do us an even greater service if he 
were to identify the precise people who are 
behind this avalanche of dirt and depravity. 
He may indeed do so in the book itself — 
we have not seen it — but in the condensed 
Sunday Times version of the book the 
spotlight is put on the actors and actresses 
who enact the vile scenes of the movies, not 
on the producers nor the financial backers 
who stand behind them. Just who are these 


— people? Perhaps still more to the point, 


what are their backgrounds? Is there 
something they all — or at least most of 
them — have in common? Does the public 
not have a right to be given the answers to 
these questions — or are such questions 
merely the preoccupations of “right-wing 
extremists”? 

Medved makes an interesting observation 
with reference to a particular “pop” song 
which encouraged people to kill police. 
Time-Warner, one of the big Hollywood 
companies, had insisted that its decision to 
promote the song was not a matter of profits 
but of principle. “We believe,” the 
company claimed, ‘‘this commitment is 
crucial to a democractic society, where the 
full range of opinion and thought — whether 
we agree with it or not — must be able to 
find an outlet.’’ 

This line of reasoning, says Medved, is 
not only unconvincing, it is ultimately 
insincere. Imagine, he said... 


**...that a veteran TV producer suggested a 
‘docudrama’ exploring the lurid sex life of 
Martin Luther King. What if a big box- 
office star wanted to make an intense 
drama about the celebrated Hollywood 
blacklist of the 1950s, in which accused 
screenwriters were, in fact, lying Stalinist 
stooges, and the colleagues who exposed 
them were portrayed as heroes? What about 
a big-budget spectacle dramatising the ideas 
of ‘Holocaust revisionists’ — showing an . 
implacable international Jewish conspiracy 
that faked evidence throughout Europe to 
perpetrate the hoax of Nazi genocide? 
“Would anyone seriously suggest that 
‘freedom of expression’ or ‘diversity’ 
required that the entertainment industry 
give these projects the green light?” 


Of course they would not! And this 
simply illustrates what we in these columns 
have said time and time again about the 
mass media: that their controllers evoke the 
principles of ‘democracy’ and ‘freedom’ 
precisely when it suits them while treating 
them with contempt when it does not. Those 
principles aré a mere smokescreen behind 
which the media masters, including those of 
the film industry, continue to carry on their 
war against all civilised values. 

Mr. Medved’s attack on the film industry 
of Hollywood is particularly welcome and 
praiseworthy bearing in mind that he himself 
is Jewish. Perhaps though, it is this very fact 
that led him to stop short of identifying the 
ethnic origins of the majority of the traders 
in muck and filth who were his targets. 


Cultural servitude 


Whilst we are on the subject of films it is 
apposite to switch our attentions from Holly- 
wood to Britain. The plight of what little 
there is left of the British cinema was 
highlighted in an article in the Sunday 


Telegraph on March 28th headed “British 


stars keep shining while film industry fades’. 
The article opened with some examples of 
Britons who have won many of the recent 
top film awards, and it continued:- 


“But if all these British directors, actors 
and technicians are so good, why isn't 
there a British film industry? Last year 
Britain made barely 30 films, compared 
with 140 in France, where the movie 
business is subsidised by the Government. 
Yet how many French are up for honours 
tomorrow?” 


The answer to the last question might well 
be that for some considerable time the 
French Government has been a socialist one 
whose disposition has been to sponsor 
‘artistic’? creations of the kind beloved of 
‘progressives’ and leftists but which strike 
little in the way of chords among normal 
people. That, however, is not an argument 
against government subsidies for the cinema 
per se. 

The Sunday Telegraph article went on to 
describe how British films, made to compete 
in.an international free market, had failed to 
do so because of faulty commercial calcul- 
ations and projections. Why won’t people 
put up money for British films? the writer 
asked. ““The truth is we don’t make very 
good films,’’ one producer, Gary Sinyor, 
was quoted as saying. As if to clarify what 
he meant by good films, he continued: ““... 
we don’t make very commercial films. We 
sacrifice the commercial aspect for quality.” 

But surely ‘that is what art is all about. 
Just how much great art or culture would 
ever have seen the light of day in this world 
had its creators placed priority on commer- 
cial considerations? As long as these are the 
criteria by which art and culture are to be 
evaluated, what is going to be produced will 
be nothing but worthless junk. 

The DT article went on to say that:- 


“Part of the problem is that British film 
. makers are confronted with conflicting and 
confusing requirements. Given that a film 
has to succeed in America if it is to make 
money (despite the fact audiences in Britain 
have doubled in the last six years to 100 
million), producers have to come up with a 
feature which is ‘uniquely British’ and yet 
acceptable to the Americans, the ultimate 
arbiters.” 


Exactly so. And that was indeed part of 
our problem even when we had a film 
industry that was commercially viable. Older 
readers will remember the British war films 
of the 1940s and 1950s, in which so often an 
American hero in British uniform had to be 
inserted simply in order to make the product 
more acceptable across the Atlantic. Many 
of these films were quite good ones, but 
they could have been still better if this silly 
grovelling had been excluded. Wilf Steven- 


son, head of the British Film Institute, was 
quoted in the ST article as saying:- 
““There is the duty of the Government to: 
make sure that its citizens do not suffer 
from a sense of belonging to an inferior 
culture. Films are the most powerful 
method of communication.” 


Indeed. And it is an unhappy fact that 
British Government, in both the past and 
present, has consistently failed in the task 
Mr. Stevenson has spotlighted. The result 
has been that British youth over at least two 
generations has been culturally American- 
ised. To deplore that is not to be “anti- 
American’. Although America’s culture is a 
young one, there is much in it — partic- 
ularly the saga of the western frontier — that 
is admirable in its inspiration. But that is for 
Americans. For young British people these 
things should be of academic interest, while 
also being entertaining. But they should not 
dominate the screen to the point at which 
they take precedence over our own history 
and heritage. Today on the other hand, 
westerns, which for the most part constitute 
a clean and healthy aspect of American 
culture, have largely been superseded by 
sick productions which focus on the 
degenerate features of modern American city 
life. These can be found littering the shelves 
of video libraries in Britain today as well as 
occupying an inordinate portion of evening 
and weekend viewing time on British TV. 

There is no prospect of this unhappy 
situation changing until there is a basic 
revolution in national philosophy with regard 
to the cinema as well as all other cultural 
fields. And that philosophy has got to 
receive its impetus at the top. The arts 
generally, and particularly those sections of 
the arts which exercise the greatest influence 
on the greatest numbers of the population, 
must be regarded not as merely another field 
of commerce and profit-making; they must 
be understood as a vital source of national 
cultural enrichment — part of which should 
be the strengthening of national conscious- 
ness and pride. The colonisation of any 
sector of our artistic life by the products of 
a foreign culture, even if a kindred one, is 
something to be avoided. And ultimately it 
must be government that takes a lead in 
ensuring that it is. If subsidy is the price that 
has to be paid for the achievement of that 
end, then subsidy must be supported. The 
fact that some governments, including our 
own, have subsidised the wrong artistic 
products from time to time does not inval- 
idate this rule. 

In the case of the cinema, the vast 
reservoir of talent that Britain is able 
consistently to produce in this field, despite 
the most unfavourable environment, is an 
indication of what heights might be achieved 
if that environment were changed so as to 
enable the British viewing public to enjoy a 
diet of mainly British films, dealing with 
mainly British themes, and aimed at British 
audiences without being subject excessively 
to the pressure of market forces — least of 
all international ones. 


A sign of the times? 

Writers in the media very recently seem 
to have become very preoccupied with the 
subject of bullying at school. A number of 
articles have appeared dealing with this topic 
rather as if it were an entirely new phenom- 
enon. Indeed, in some circles of journalism 
it seems to have become almost an 
obsession. 

Former Labour leader Neil Kinnock has 
been among those politicians to get in on the 
act, with a recollection from his schooldays, 
when he himself was assaulted by older 
boys. He was frightened and humiliated, he 
says, and did not free himself from such 
treatment until he he summoned up the 
courage to fight back. Commenting on 
Kinnock’s experience, an editorial in the 
Daily Mail said:- 

“Only now does the former Labour leader 
speak of it. We warm to his candour, 
which may help children of today, who 
suffer such brutal attacks in shame and 
silence, to tell their parents or other adults 
they feel they can trust.” 

Speaking for ourselves, all this hoo-ha 
seems to us like much ado about nothing. 
Bullying — if by this one means the physical 
terrorisation of smaller children by bigger 
children — is an unpleasant pursuit which 
should not be encouraged. But equally, it is 
a fact of life which most youngsters, at least 
if they are boys, have to contend with at 
school or elsewhere at some time in their 
childhood. It has always existed, and it 
probably always will. When we reach the 
point at which we regard it as a special 
social problem which . cries out for 
‘remedies’, it might be asked: are we as a 
society growing sickly soft? 


Neil Kinnock appeared in part to have had 


the answer: fight back. That is precisely 
what the victimised boy in the school play- 
ground has to do if his life there is not to 
become unbearable and if he is to preserve 
his self-respect. This rule applies even if he 
is considerably smaller and lighter than the 
bully: the latter type of species always 
prefers a victim who does not retaliate. One 
who does — even if the bully can get the 
better of him in the end by sheer size and 
strength — is generally left alone afterwards 
because the trouble involved is more than 
the game is worth. All this is part of the 
process by which boys grow into men. 
Remove them from such an environment by 
extending special protection to them and we 
will encourage them to develop into wimps. 
There are of course a great many people in 
places of infuence in our modern society 
who would like to see just this happen — 
more emasculated males as a guarantee of 
their hoped-for passive ‘social order’. 

As for imbuing young boys with the idea 
that they should tell their parents or other 
adults (teachers perhaps?) when they are 
bullied, that, in the real world, is the worst 
possible thing one could do to them. It is an 
inducement to kids to look to others to fight 
their battles for them — as well as to earn 
the contempt of their schoolmates by so 


doing. 

We live in a tough world, and nations that 
are wise encourage their young men to 
develop a spirit of toughness. Sometimes this 
means obliging them to face their adver- 
saries under conditions that are unsporting 
and unfair. In cases where this leads to very 
serious physical injury there must of course 
be adult intervention. But in the vast 
majority of instances the worst that results is 
a black eye, or some similar affliction, that 
is painful for a day or so and nothing more. 
If such a trophy induces the young lad to 
stand up for himself on future occasions, 
administering reciprocal treatment on the 
tormentor if possible, then that constitutes a 
useful part of his education — every bit as 
useful as algebra or Shakespeare. 

So let’s stop whining about bullying in 
schools, and let our kids handle their own 
quarrels in the time-honoured way — 
presuming that we do not want succeeding 
generations to turn us into a nation of 
pansies. 


South Africa: the gruesome 
alternative to white rule 


Television viewers in Britain have 
recently had ample opportunity to witness 
the kind of forces now bidding to take over 
South Africa — with the blessing, of course, 
of our Tory Government and all the parties 
of the parliamentary opposition. 

Last month one of the most militant 
leaders of the African National Congress 
(ANC), one Chris Hani, was shot dead — 
exactly by whom, backed up by whom and 
for what reason are still matters of invest- 
igation. 

What can be in no doubt, however, is that 
a large faction within the ANC has taken 
this event as the pretext for a renewed 
outburst of hooligan violence and killing that 
ought to make it abundantly clear what 
South Africa is letting itself in for if — as is 
now the plan — it surrenders to non-white 
(which will mean ANC) rule. | 

In one news bulletin after another we have 
witnessed berserk mobs rampaging through 
South African towns and cities baying for 
the death of white people. In one demon- 
stration Winnie Mandela, former wife of 
ANC leader Nelson Mandela, was actually 
seen leading one such mob with the cry 
“Kill the Whites!” A number of gruesome 
murders of White-South Africans have taken 
place over the past couple of weeks 
following the shooting of Hani. 

And it is these mobs whom our TV 
commentators and politicians solemnly 
proclaim to be representative of the forces of 
‘democracy’ in South Africa! 

Could there be any more ghastly indic- 
ation of the insane death-wish that has 
captured the minds of the rulers of the 
western world? 

We can only hope that at this late hour 
South Africa’s Whites — a large number of 
whom so far seem to have been afflicted 
with the same death wish — will fight to 


save their nation from chaos and ruin. 
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THE MEANING OF 


‘RELOCATION’ 


Millions more British workers stand to be ditched, 


says 


JOHN TYNDALL, as ‘market forces’ compel industry to 
transfer production to the Far East 


BEHIND liberal moralising, interests are 
almost invariably at stake, their guardians 
girding themselves for battles in defence 
of what they see to be their vital prerog- 
atives and preserves. That is a fairly 
reliable slide-rule guide to great controv- 
ersies of modern times in which govern- 
ments have struck self-righteous postures 
— even sent troops to war — in quarrels 
where no issue vital to the national weal 
has been visible. 

Right at the present moment, the British 
Government is adopting a stance over Hong 
Kong that is quite preposterous when viewed 
in the light of all rational considerations. 
Communist China is due to take over the 
colony in 1997 — by an agreement dating 
back to the previous century. Britain, whose 
governments since the end of the Second 
World War have — often wrongly — made 
disengagement from imperial commitments 
an article of faith, has emboiled herself in an 
almighgty row with the Government of 
China over the terms under which this 
handover is to take place. The row, on the 
surface of things, is about whether there will 
be a guarantee of the ‘democratic rights’ of 
Hong Kong citizens after the assumption of 
Chinese sovereignty there. This question has 
nothing to do with the British people nor any 
of their essential interests. The fate of 
Chinamen in the 21st century is not Britain’s 
concern, and, far from picking a quarrel 
with the Peking Government over such a 
matter, our own Government should in fact 
have disengaged from the colony a long time 
ago — sparing the nation considerable 
expense in maintaining a presence there and 
eliminating the risk of an eventual show- 
down with China in which, should the latter 
decide to take military action in pursuit of 
her claims, Britain will find herself impotent 
and humiliated. 

But, instead of such a prudent policy, we 
get only intransigence and bluster from a 
government whose predecessors in the early 
1980s were quite content to hand over more 
than 200,000 people of real British stock in 
Rhodesia to a crypto-communist dictator 
whose only- credentials up to that time had 
been as boss of a terrorist gang ZANU 
(Zimbabwe African National Union), habit- 
uated to carrying out massacres of white 
(mainly British) men, women and children. 
Then the transfer of power to Mr. Robert 
Mugabe was made without any qualms about 
the ‘democratic rights’ of white Rhodesian 
citizens, and in subsequent years Mugabe 
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was frequently pictured in smiling and 


friendly poses with the then British Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher. 

This background considered, there is 
obviously something quite false and phony 
about the present confrontation with China 
over Hong Kong. Just what lies behind it is 
something to which we may find a clue if 
we first understand the true nature of British 
Conservatism and the real loyalties of the 
Tory Party out of which has come our 
present Government. 


PARTY OF BIG BUSINESS 


British Conservatism today is, in all 
essential respects, a creed of big business, 
formulated to serve big business and firmly 
and ruthlessly controlled by big business. Its 
facade of identification with the ‘nation’ is a 
mere tactical ploy adopted to facilitate its 
success at election times and keep its voting 
cattle happy in the illusion that its under- 
lying purposes are patriotic. If it were other- 
wise, the Tory Government would long ago 
have abandoned the Maastricht Treaty as not 
only a political embarrassment but a concept 
alien to its professed principles and its entire 
party history. It does not do so because, in 
the last analysis, its commitment to big 
business is much more fundamental than its 


commitment to Britain. Big business 
demands Maastricht, and that is all there is 
to it. 

The colony of Hong Kong is a possession 
whose whole existence is historically and 
inextricably intertwined with big business, 
and in particular serves as a trading post 
linking the business of West and East. 
Vastly powerful international banking and 
financial interests have their headquarters in 
those few square miles whose landscape is 
dominated by hideous skyscrapers on the 
model of the City of London and Manhattan. 
It could indeed be argued that Hong Kong is 
International Finance’s primary foothold in 
Asia. And Asia figures extremely large in 
the thinking and planning of the business 
world for the coming century. 

This was never better illustrated than in 
an article by Ross Tieman in the Times 
Business News of the 7th November last, in 
which the writer focused on the treud by 
which large western-based international 
companies have been transferring production 
to Asian factories in order to take advantage 
of low labour costs — a trend certain to lead 
to increasing impoverishment of industry in 
the West in the decades ahead. British 
industry in particular, which for much 
longer than most others has been subjected 

Contd. on next page 


LOW-COST PRODUCTION 
These women are working at a Thomson factory in Singapore, where pay is about a 
third that of the UK 


to global ‘free market’ pressures, is far 
advanced towards this end. But now German 
and American and other western industries 
are following suit. 


LABOUR DIFFERENTIALS 


As just one illustration of the danger 
facing us, the article listed in French Francs 
the respective average labour costs of a 
random selection of European and Asian 
countries shortly prior to the fall of the 
Pound last year. These were:- 


Country Labour (FF cost/hour) 
Germany 120 
France 100 
United Kingdom 60 
Spain 55 
Taiwan 25 
Hong Kong 22 
Singapore 20 
Thailand 6 
Malaysia 5 
Red China 2.50 


These comparisons will give some idea of 
‘the prospects for industry and employment 
in Britain and the West in the years ahead if 
the trend to relocation of manufacturing 
continues. Said Tieman:- 


‘Industry is emigrating. Europe's share of 
international trade is in decline. The 
Confederation of British Industry’s long- 
awaited prescription to cure Britain’s 
industrial weakness, to be unveiled 
tomorrow, will show just how excruciating 
the problem has become. 

**A global search for new markets and 
lower production costs is driving much 
manufacturing from the developed world to 
the Far East. This is not necessarily a bad 
thing. For poorer countries, industry brings 
a welcome rise in prosperity. For com- 
panies numbed by contraction in mature 
economies, it provides an opportunity for 
growth. But for governments and workers 
in the West it raises grave questions about 
competitiveness and industrial policy.’’ 


Doesn’t it just! In fact in any sane 
approach to the matter what the writer 
describes as ‘questions’ would not be 
questions at all. The duty facing British and 
other western governments would be clear 
and explicit. It would be to take measures to 
prevent the export of their nations’ capital to 
Far Eastern countries and to stop the import 
of those countries’ ridiculously priced goods 
into their own markets. These things only 
become ‘questions’ when sanity has been 
placed in suspense and governments are 
addicted to globalist thinking. Mr. Tieman is 
obviously a globalist himself or he would be 
unlikely to be writing in the Times Business 
News. To him, this dire threat to the 
industries of the developed world is ‘‘not 
neccessarily a bad thing.’’ And why not? 
Well, as he says, it brings a welcome rise in 
prosperity to poorer countries. Factory 
workers in Coventry and Bradford will no 
doubt be comforted to hear that as they 
prepare to join tomorrow’s dole queues! 
What it also does, of course, is provide rich 
pickings for Internaticnal Finance, which 


facilitates the process of transfer — that 
International Finance which speaks to us 
wretched proles through such publications as 
the Times Business News, for instance. 

Mr. Tieman, however, has also said that 
““for companies numbed by contraction in 
mature economies it (the transfer of capital) 
provides an opportunity for growth.’’ But 
why are such economies numbed by con- 
traction? Precisely because their own 
traditional home markets, which ought to 
form the basis of their trade, have been 
invaded by the products of just the types of 
Far Eastern countries to which they are now 
relocating — invaded by the products of 
coolie labour toiling for wages upon which 
British and other western workers would 
quickly starve. 


BRITISH WORKERS SACRIFICED 
TO ‘GLOBAL ECONOMY’ 


Many will recall the decision by British 
Aerospace last September to shut down its 
factory at Hatfield. In order to remain 
competitive in a global market of cut-throat 
prices, BAe decided to transfer a part of its 
production to Taiwan, where labour was 
much cheaper. BAe survives — for the 
moment — but its Hatfield workers have 
simply been cast on the scrapheap — and 
these some of the most skilled aero-engin- 
eers in the world! 

The relocation by British Aerospace is no 
more than part of a growing pattern. As Mr. 
Tieman says: ‘‘As industrial infrastructure, 
skill levels and indigenous markets develop 
in the Far East, so a widening range of 
industry is finding it simply a better place to 
be: ?? 

He continues: - 


““The rise of Asia Pacific is no longer a 
simple story of sweatshop labour. Inward 
investment, technologytransfer, indigenous 
capital and fast-improving skills are 
bringing about a revolution. Factories have 
already captured the jobs of hundreds of 
thousands of European textile, footwear 
and electronics experts. A stark insight into 
the forces at work is provided by the 
experiences, of three European companies 
operating in the region, Thomson Con- 
sumer Electronics, Bowater and Glaxo.’’ 


To which it might be retorted that, simple 
story or not, cheap labour remains over- 
whelminly the most important factor in the 
process of transfer from West to East. But 
let Mr. Tieman proceed:- 


“Thomson is the world’s fourth largest 
consumer electronics group. It used to 
make televisions in Britain. Not any more. 
The company is market leader in America, 
number two in Europe, and next to 
nowhere in the Far East. Yet it employs 
24,000 Pacific Asian workers, compared 
with 18,000 in Europe, 10,000 in North 
America and 10,000 in Latin America. 
Consumer electronics prices, adjusted for 
inflation, have been declining by up to 15 
per cent a year. Even some Japanese 
groups incurred losses last year. Reduc- 
tions in production costs of a fraction of 1 
per cent are critical. That competitive 
pressure, since 1975, has driven Thomson 


to the Far East.’’ 


Tuming to another company, he con- 
tinues: - 


“Bowater, the packaging group, opened its 
Far Eastern manufacturing plant on the 
Indonesian island of Battam last year 
(1991). In July this year (1992), it broke 
into profit. The decision to invest up to 
US$9 million in Battam was triggered 
when ICI, a customer, set up a fertiliser 
plant in Taiwan. With the UK market for 
fertiliser sacks declining, Bowater ended 
production in Barnsley. Manufacture and 
weaving of polypropylene film for the 
sacks is capital-intensive. The cost is 


This cutlery collection, seen in London’s 
Oxford Street, is made by an American 
company that has relocated to Korea. The 
trademarks of traditional Sheffield firms 
are still seen on cutlery in British shops 
but much of it is now made in the Far 
East. Imported cutlery accounted for 71 
per-cent of sales in Britain in 1991. 


similar anywhere in the world. But in 
Battam the labour-intensive sowing 
operation is carried out by 300 workers 
who cost just £100 a month each, less than 
a tenth of the cost in Britain.” 


The very low wage levels of Far Eastern 
producers are not necessarily always 
permanent, as Mr. Tieman acknowledges. 
Indeed the same forces that have upgraded 
workers’ pay in developed countries — trade 
union action and rising labour demand — 
operate to do likewise in Asia. As he 
Says,... 


**... cheap labour does not necessarily stay 
cheap. As the table shows, development in 
the ‘tiger’ economies of Taiwan and 
Singapore has pushed up labour costs 
there. Even the second tier countries, 
Thailand and Malaysia, are becoming 
much more expensive. Explosive growth 
has caused high levels of labour turnover 
and poaching of trained operatives. Skilled 
labour rates in Penang, the centre of 
Malaysia's electoronics industry, are 
thought to be rising by more than 15 per 
cent a year. Thomson has responded by 
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THE MEANING OF 
'RELOCATION' 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


axing production in Taiwan and Hong 
Kong and opening plants in South China 
and Indonesia.” 


Which all shows that in the mad rush for 
profits and survival in the global economy 
Asian workers are as expendable as 
European or American ones. Nevertheless, 
wage rates throughout Asia would have to 
increase multifold before production costs 
there compared with those in white 
countries. And even when rises in the cost 
of Far Eastern labour cause substantial 
increases in the prices of its products on 
world markets, of what consolation is that to 
producers in the developed world who in the 
meantime have been driven to the wall by 
former cut-price competition and have 
nothing left to match the new prices? 

Besides, low-cost labour is not the only 
factor that is attracting European firms to 
Asia, as Mr. Tieman illustrates with a 
further example: - 


“Glaxo is turning Singapore into the main 
world production centre for some of the 
active ingredients of its drugs. Glaxo is not 
in Singapore for cheap labour. Graduate 
workers are now so well paid that the 
company can hire from Australia or Britain 
on local terms, if need be. Glaxo is in 
Singapore because the city is central, pro- 
business, efficient and stable. And the 
company is steadily upgrading the intell- 
ectual content of its activities there, 
embarking on a €20 million programme of 
basic research into degenerative brain 
disorders in partnership with Singapore 
academics, as well as setting up a €20 
million scholarship fund.” 


BUSINESS NOT MAIN CULPRIT 


One response to these developments is to 
place the blame squarely on the shoulders of 
big business itself. Business is the villain; 
the drive for profit — above people — is the 
great evil. But that would be a gross over- 
simplification. Certainly, there are sectors of 
society in which patriotism is a stronger 
motivating factor than among the heads of 
industry and commerce — that has always 
been so and it probably always will be so. 
One thing, however, must be said in fairness 
to the companies involved in this drastic 
relocation of production. They are forced, 
willy-nilly, to compete in a market in which 
the conditions are not entirely of their 
making. It is politics that has committed 
Britain and other western nations to the 
‘global economy’ — politics beholden to big 
business at the highest level, yes, but 
nonetheless politics which many patriotic 
heads of leading manufacturing companies 
would like to change if only they could. 

Here we must learn to distinguish between 
two types of ‘capitalism’ all too frequently 
lumped by left-wing analysts into one. On 
the one hand, there is the capitalism of the 
producer, which very often is patriotically 
motivated but has to survive within an 
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economic environment not shaped by 
patriotic forces; on the other hand, there is 
finance-capitalism, which trades almost 
wholly in money: banks, investment and 
insurance companies, stockbrokers, financial 
consultants, and so on. The recently 
deceased writer Ivor Benson described in his 
book The Zionist Connection the gradual 
metamorphosis from national finance-capit- 
alism to international finance-capitalism, 
which took place earlier in the present 
century though its beginnings were clearly 
visible in the 19th century, thus:- | 


“The change which has occurred in the 
realm of money is this: Constellations of 
finance-capitalism which had been separate 
and nationally oriented were absorbed into 
a greater constellation of finance-capit- 
alism serving a different set of interests.” 


Whatever may be the political ‘clout’ 
enjoyed by manufacturing industry, it is 
vastly overshadowed by that wielded by the 
power of finance, which, as indicated here, 
is supremely cosmopolitan in its loyalties. It 
is this power that constitutes the “big 
business? spoken of earlier as the controlling 
factor in modern British Conservatism. If 
this be doubted, compare the vast number of 
Tory politicians with backgrounds in the 
City with the meagre few who come from 
the manufacturing sector. 

Whilst it might be permissible to place 
much of manufacturing industry and its 
anciliary service industries into the category 
of ‘capitalism’, money power as described 
here more deserves the label of what Ivor 
Benson has termed “super-capitalism”. It is 
super-capitalism which in the western world 
today dominates politics and compels politics 
to commit itself to the global economy of 
which this process of relocation from the 
high-labour-cost areas of the developed 
world to the low-labour-cost areas of the 
Third World is an integral part. 


THE FUTURE 

Is this trend towards relocation of industry 
going to be intensified? Most certainly it is 
— indeed what has happened so far has been 
a mere trickle; potentially, it stands to 
become a flood. The implications this has 
for unemployment in Britain are appalling, 
and the present figure of three million out of 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Lower costs should not be the grand design of an economic system. Different 
Countries have different wage scales. To lose an entire industry, as happened when 
Japanese-made TV sets became the overwhelming choice of Americans, may have 
resulted in lower-cost and higher-quality products, but it was not a free ride. The 
market turnaround drove more American workers into lower-paying service jobs, 
thereby lowering living standards and assuring a less skilled work force in the future. 

There is nothing fundamentally wrong with paying more for a product if the higher 
price is beneficial to society at large. Despite the bleak warnings of the free traders, 
if a trade war keeps a substantial number of people, one’s own people, from losing 
jobs, then the war should be fought... the alternative may be the dispersal of the 
country’s production facilities and production skills to countries with lower wage 
scales. Should a western worker be forced out of a good job at a microchip manufac- 
turing plant... because Korean computer firms pay their employees one-fifth of what 
his American counterpart takes home? He most definitely should not. 


work in this country is one to which before 
long we may look back almost with nostalgia 
as betokening a ‘golden age’. 

As long is Britain is part of a global 
economy in which there are to be no barriers 
to the international movements of goods, 
capital and labour, nothing can stop the 
increasing impoverishment of industry and 
the increasing loss of jobs in this country as 
the great companies, driven by the brutal 
laws of survival, are forced to transfer 
production to those areas where labour is 
cheapest so as to keep their international 
prices within competitive range. 

The process will only be halted when 
there emerges the political will to disengage 
Britain from the ‘world economy’; to control 
the export of British capital overseas; and to 
stop the import into Britain of cut-price 
goods from Asia — indeed of all goods that 
Britain can produce herself. Disengagement 
from the ‘world economy’, in case there 
should be any misunderstanding, does not 
mean disengagement from international 
trade; it simply means a repudiation of the 
rules under which the world economy at the 
present time is governed — rules which 
require us to treat international markets on 
the same terms as we treat the British 
domestic market, with no preference given 
to our own industries over those of 
foreigners. 

But such a political will is not likely to 
emerge within the present political system; 
indeed it can almost be guaranteed that it 
will not. No such political will can be 
forthcoming as long as we have political 
parties dependent on the favours of High 
Figance. We must create what Spengler 
described as ‘‘a power in the state that is 
above economics’’ — that is to say a power 
which subordinates all economic forces, 
including money, to the interest of the 
nation. In a word, nationalism. 

In the meantime, it behoves us to 
recognise the present passion generated over 
the so-called ‘democratic rights’ of the Hong 
Kong Chinese for what it is: a concern 
simply for the survival of Hong Kong as an 
eastern bastion of international finance- 
capitalism — like Singapore, central, pro- 
business, efficient and stable. That is what 
Mr. Patten is there for, nothing else! 


Wilmot Robertson (THE ETHNOSTA TE) 


THE AUSTRALIAN ELECTIONS 


A report and comment by NIGEL JACKSON in Melbourne 


BRITISH READERS may be wondering 
why the infamous Mr. Paul Keating, our 
Australian Labour Party leader of Irish 
ancestry whose anti-British and anti- 
royalist remarks early in 1992 created a 
minor sensation, succeeded in winning the 
recent national elections, though his party 
had presided over conditions creating 
huge unemployment and he himself had 
been Treasurer and a chief architect in 
our recession. 

.It should be noted that about 100,000 
votes going the other way in marginal 
constituencies would have seen Keating and 
his party ejected from office. It was a close 
result. 

As usual, the parties and the media 
presented the contest mainly as an ignoble 
scuffle to make the most successful appeal to 
the hip-pocket of the average TV-addled 
voter. It seems that more citizens felt they 
would be worse off under the ALP than 
under the Coalition of the Liberal and 
National Parties. 


“ANTI-RACISM” 


In recent times of course, the ALP had 
promoted ‘anti-racist’ legislation really 
aimed at curbing necessary political dissent. 
It had also banned the British revisionist 
historian David Irving from entry to the 
country for a lecture tour. It is doubtful if 


THE VICTOR 
Anti-British Premier Paul Keating, seen 
here smiling after his unexpected and 
undeserved triumph 


many voters understood the nature and 
significance of these actions. 

The great question to ask, then, is why an 
Opposition which had lost the previous four 
elections (in 1983, 1984, 1987 and 1990) 
could not even win this one, when so many 
factors appeared favourable to it and almost 
all the main newspapers supported it editor- 
ially. 

One answer is that it was not really an 


opposition at all. If I simply mention that it 
did not oppose Keating’s anti-British 
campaign last year with any degree of unity 
or conviction, and then add that it actually 
supported the ‘anti-racist’ legislation and the 
banning of Mr. Irving, I have 27 
produced enough evidence. 

Another factor is that the Opposition was 
led by another ‘faceless man’. Dr. John 
Hewson, who had only been in parliament 
six years or so, is an economist who in the 
past was employed by the [International 
Monetary Fund. For all his smiling, he came 
across continually as a colourless, boring, 
almost amorphous person. Mr. Keating, for 
all his ignorance, vulgarity and bullying, 
struck the public at least as being a man of 
flesh and blood. 

A third factor can be indicated by quoting 
a sentence from an essay T.S. Eliot wrote in 
1932, ‘Modern Education and the Classics’, 
which appears in his Selected Essays: “In 
short, while liberalism did not know what it 
wanted of education, radicalism does know; 
and it wants the wrong thing.’’ The ALP is 
the party of the discontented and the anti- 
traditionalists; it has tended to keep its main 
constituency intact, despite policy changes at 
the highest levels. But no such constituency 
is going to continue for a wishy-washy 
Coalition that doesn’t really stand for 
anything much at all. 


WANTED: RULE OF THE BEST 


NOEL A. HUNT replies to those who would like 
to see the House of Lords ‘democratised’ 


` The real interests of the proletariat proper 
demand patrons rather than representatives, 
which it cannot find in its own ranks. The 
higher the position and influence of the 
patron the more effective would be the 
defence of the rights of the proletariat. 
Bluntschli, 
THE THEORY OF THE STATE 


Mr. JOHN SMITH, leader of the Labour 
Party, is reported by The Times as saying: 
“The hereditary element in the House of 
Lords has really got to go. I have never 
begun to understand how it was possibie 
to defend it.” Well, many have never 
begun to understand how it is possible to 
defend the electoral or non-hereditary 
element in the House of Commons or the 
non-hereditary element in the House of 
Lords. 

Mr. Smith”s statement is typical of the 
left-wing mind, speaking through a pink 
haze with characteristic liberal insistence on 
‘equality’ allied to imprecision of thought 


and faulty analysis — a fine example of 
populist claptrap. 

Since the only alternative to a hereditary 
seat in the present Upper House is one 
chosen by election, it follows that Mr. Smith 
and those of like mind feel that, if the House 
of Lords is still to exist, all members of it 
should be chosen by some form of election. 
But how? Democratic elections have resulted 
in the many demagogues and buffoons who 
disgrace the House of Commons. These 
elected MPs gave effect to the policies that 
have reduced Britain almost to Third World 
status. Would not elected members of the 
Lords produce the same catastrophic results? 
The prospect seems to leave Labour 
unmoved. 

The modern electorate has been accurately 
described by Anthony Ludovici in his 
Defence of Conservatism (1926). He wrote: 
““The danger of the present political situation 
is that we have an electorate large sections 
of which do not know, and have never been 


taught, their native language. Their English 
is the babble of babes, their vocabulary that 
of the Hottentot. This electorate does not 
know how to listen to words spoken, or how 
to read or understand words written.” 
Today’s mass electorate is even more of an 
illiterate rabble than it was when Ludovic 
wrote. Yet it is these whom Mr. Smith 
would have choose Members of the Lords! 


WILL OF THE RABBLE 


Nor is it possible even to limit voters in 
elections to the Lords on a suffrage based, 
let us say, on education and earning power. 
This would of course constitute the terrible 
sin (in liberal eyes) of ‘élitism’. So the will 
of the rabble must prevail. 

To believe that universal suffrage is a 
good idea one must be able to ignore 
uncomfortable facts, to argue that what is 
false is true, that what is bad is good. The 
advocate of universal suffrage must be ready 
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WANTED: RULE OF THE BEST 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


to argue that any given group chosen at 
random from the people contains more wise 
men than fools. Not everyone will agree. 
From a huge choice of writers who have 
repudiated such an idea, we might quote 
Rabelais in his Gargantua and Pantagruel, 
when he wrote: ““In every human group 
there are more fools than sages, and the 
majority always prevails over the superior 
elements.’ 

A liberal who cannot convince himself 
that there are more wise men than fools in 
the world would be compelled to argue that 
the foolish majority should prevail over the 
wiser minority simply because it is a 
majority. Even the most blinkered man of 
the left might baulk at this stark truth, could 
he but bring himself to face it. As long ago 
as 1531 that acute observer of human affairs 
Nicolo Macchiavelli wrote: ““Those who lay 
the foundations of a state and furnish it with 
laws, as is shown by all who have treated of 
civil government and by examples of which 
history is full, assume that all men are bad 
and will always, when they have a free 
field, give loose to their inclination.” A 
glance at any newspaper today will prove 
that nothing has changed in the 41⁄2 centuries 
since those words were written. No matter, 
says the liberal, only this insensate, illiterate 
rabble must be allowed to choose the 
Members of the Upper House (if there is 
one at all). 


NO ARISTOCRACY 


It must be admitted that the House of 
Lords of today comprises few members who 
could be regarded as aristocrats in the sense 
that was understood when the institution was 
founded. A large number of its occupants 
are ‘Life Peers’ — life peerage being a 
concept as absurd as that of ‘constitutional 
monarchy’. Yet the House of Lords most 
certainly originally embodied the concept of 
aristocracy — rule by the best. Even by 
today’s standards, the Life Peers do not 
constitute an aristocracy. At best, they serve 
as an awful warning as to what happens 
when a belief in ‘democracy’ and in the 
perfectability of man takes over. 

Today’s Lords contain a number of Peers 
who are a disgrace to their station and to 
their House. Yet the fact that there are some 
rotten apples does not mean that the whole 
barrel should be thrown away. The fault 
does not lie in the institution of hereditary 
peerage but in the manner in which that 
institution has been allowed to decay over 
the years. The remedy is not to scrap the 
House of Lords but to reform it. 


WHAT MUST BE DONE 


— Life Peers are a bad political joke. They 
should be abolished. It would then be 


necessary, in the national interest, that the 


hereditary members be made to constitute a 
real élite, capable of taking unpopular 
decisions and enforcing them, while setting 
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«should then 


THE LORDS 
Far from being 
chosen by election, 
says the writer, its 
members should 
become again an 
exclusive aristo- 
cracy based on 
blood 


A 


an example 
conduct 
integrity. 


of 
and 
They 

be 
given genuine 
political power. 


The Peers themselves must call upon the 


Monarch to appoint from among them.a 
regulating body empowered to discipline, 
and if necessary to degrade and expel, 
members of the peerage who lapse from the 
highest standards of behaviour and integrity. 
This body should be self-perpetuating. Its 
powers should extend to approving 
marriages and casting from the ranks those 
who persist in forming unsuitable alliances. 
Some defunct peerages should be revived 
and, if necessary, endowed at public cost. 
Only in this way can the independence of the 
nation’s élite be guaranteed. As a matter of 
course, membership of the Lords must be 
restricted to pure-blooded English, Scots, 
Welsh and Irish men indigenous to these 
islands. As J.B. Rice wisely observed in 
Social Hygeine: ** An aristocracy of blood is 
eternally right, because it is natural.” Also, 
the right of primogeniture should go in the 
case of the noble houses; the best rather than 
the oldest should succeed. The interests of 
the nation demand it. 

There would be huge outcray from the left 
that these measures are racist, élitist, 
authoritarian and sexist. So they are, and it 
is in this that their merit lies. The louder and 
more general the protests against such 
proposals the more certain it is that they are 
right. Vox populi, vox idoicy, as some wag 
once said. 

It is idle to argue that this cannot be done. 
It can. Solicitors, doctors and accountants, 
to name only three occupational groups, 
regulate their internal affairs through just 
such governing bodies. In government, the 
history of Venice and its Council of Ten 


proves that such a body can function satis- 
factorily and to the benefit of society as a 
whole. 


HUMAN NATURE UNCHANGING 


We shall be told that all these ideas are 
impossible of realisation because ‘‘times 
have changed.” Times may have changed 
but human nature has not, and never will. 
We know in our hearts that free men are not 
equal and that equal men are not free. 
Aristocracy is today unfashionable because 
it has been allowed to degenerate until it is 
little better than the mass of the people. But 
let a reformed and disciplined aristocracy 
emerge, rooted in racial exclusivity and 
land-ownership, pre-eminent in integrity and 
disinterested public service, and it will be 
accorded the respect it will merit. 

Is it worth campaigning for a reform of 
the Lords, for a return to exclusively racial 
and hereditary membership rooted in the 
ownership of land? Yes it is if, and only if, 
Britain leaves both the European Community 
and the United Nations and puts an end to 
the multi-racial society. If she does these 
things there is a hope of national survival. If 
not, we are doomed as a nation, and it will 
not matter who sits in either House. Mr. 
Smith might as well have his way. 

Can the battle to quit Europe and the UN 
and to save our race in Britain be won? 
Whatever the answer to this final question, 
the battle must be fought. As Spengler tells 
us (Man and Technics): **The honourable 
end is the one thing that cannot be taken 
from a man.” 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all 
persons, whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month 
to the party's funds. i 

Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their donations are 


required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 
There are currently 41 members of the Welling Club, bringing club 
contributions to the BNP to the figure of £820 a month (or £9,840 a year). 
Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution, to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BRITISH NATIONALISTS AND 
THE POLICE: A CASE STUDY 


Our general ‘law-and-order’ attitude should not lead us into 
tolerating unacceptable behaviour from the men in blue, 
says ‘LANCASTRIAN’ 


THE POLICE ARRESTS of hundreds of 
nationalists at the anti-IRA demonstration 
in London on January 30th once again 
highlighted a problem that has plagued 
British Nationalism for a long time. 

We in the British National Party, being 

people with a strong ‘law-and-order’ philos- 
ophy, generally seek to support the police. 
But the experience of January 30th, in which 
so many of our people were apprehended 
without their having broken any laws, does 
mean that we have to be very clear on the 
issues involved. 
Among those attracted to our party are 
former right-wing Tories, who sometimes 
bring some of their ideological debris with 
them. Tories tend to give unconditional and 
uncritical support to the police. As radical 
British Nationalists, we cannot support the 
police in quite these terms — one of the 
reasons being that, lacking the facilities 
available to Tories to promote our views, we 
are forced to ““take to the streets,”” thereby 
bringing ourselves into situations of potential 
conflict with the more militant of our oppo- 
nents, who lose no opportunity to commit 
acts of public disorder so as to deprive us of 
our lawful rights of assembly and free 
speech. This environment, unfortunately, 
provides many opportunities for the police 
themselves, under the pretext of maintaining 
‘public order’, to violate our rights in the 
same way. 

To be absolutely fair, many police officers 
— indeed probably the majority at ordinary 
constable level — do not seek to abuse their 
powers in this respect; they only take action 
on their own initiative against our members 
when the latter (as is rare) have broken, or 
look as if they are about to break, the law. 

There is, however, an element within the 
police ranks which, whether for reasons of 
conviction or mere personal convenience, is 
openly hostile to the BNP and will take any 
chance to curb its activities even when those 
activities are perfectly lawful. This element 
tends to get larger the higher one goes in the 
police hierarchy, and of course since these 
police officers are the men who wield the 
power and give the orders it happens very 
often that police action against the BNP is 
unjust, unfair, undemocratic and very often 
downright illegal. 

When, as is absolutely right, we condemn 
such police tactics those of our supporters 
who are bathed in the Conservative tradition 
sometimes criticise us for being “anti-police”. 
But this is foolish and unfair. 


One only has to go out on the streets a 
few times on BNP activities to get an idea of 
police attitudes towards us. Symbolic of 
these was the statement by the new Metro- 
politan Police Commissioner, Paul Condon, 
who when he took over his post said that his 
number-one priority was fighting ‘racism’ — 
and this in a metropolis racked by terrorist 
attacks, murders, muggings, rapes, burg- 
laries and car thefts! 

‘Why do we, at times, criticise the police? 
It is not just because they can be prone to 
error. It is because they are now becoming 
increasingly politicised, and that for this 
reason their actions against political groups 
like our own can often be outrageous. 


NEED TO KEEP RECORD 


I believe that the time has come for BNP 
regions and branches to begin to make 
careful records of unacceptable police 
behaviour. We are doing this in Rochdale, 
where I live, and where politically-motivated 
police action against the BNP has at times 
been particularly bad. 

In the run-up to the general election in 


THE THIN BLUE LINE 


April 1992 the BNP was scheduled to hold 
a public meeting in Rochdale, exercising its 
lawful rights under the Representation of the 
People Act, which obliges local authorities 
at election times to hire their premises to 
any candidate standing in their areas. In the 
event, our candidate Ken Henderson was 
denied hire of any hall for an election 
meeting, this being by decision of the town’s 
chief executive John Pierce. 

Banned from public halls, we decided to 
hold an open-air rally in the town instead. 
On the day we were confronted by a mob of 
about 200 left-wingers, who were deter- 
mined to stop the meeting proceeding. They 
attacked the pub where we were assembling, 
assaulted several of our members and even 
had a go at the police themselves. The 
police, however, made no serious attempt to 
protect the pub or BNP members. They only 
took action, making 15 arrests, when they 
found themselves the targets of the mob! 

In fact, since the 1970s the numerous 
disgraceful acts against nationalists by the 
police have been legion. 

Contd. overleaf 


Police are seen here controlling an anti-nationalist left-wing mob. Sometimes, however, 
police officers have given way to political pressures to deprive nationalists of their law- 
ful democratic rights. 
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BRITISH NATIONALISTS AND 
THE POLICE: A CASE STUDY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Examples include: physicai assault by 
plain-clothes CID officers; refusing to allow 
canvassers to distribute election leaflets for 
a duly nominated candidate; the ‘frame-up’ 
and imprisonment of a local branch organ- 
iser; and refusing an election candidate the 
right to attend the election count. 

When Greater Manchester Police, under 
whose authority Rochdale Police comes, 
have been approached with complaints from 
nationalists they have refused to investigate 
them in the proper way. Senior officers have 
even made public statements in the local 
press saying that: **The BNP will never hold 
a meeting in Rochdale.’’ 

When party activists have leafletted the 
local football ground the police have even 
summed their riot squad, the “Tactical Aid 
Group’. 

This is what happens when we go out on 
the streets. So what are we do — just take it 
without complaint? On the other hand, if we 
do complain there will be some who will 


accuse us of taking an ‘anti-police’ attitude. 


NEED TO AVOID TORY ATTITUDE 

The BNP is gaining new recruits fast, and 
some of them will be coming to us from the 
ranks of right-wing Conservatism, as has 
happened in Rochdale. While we welcome 
these converts, we should beware of 
allowing any of them to pressure us into 
reacting tamely against police maltreatment. 

The Conservative Party and the police are 
two issues that we must address very firmly 
in the times ahead. We must make it clear to 
one and all that we are not ‘nght-wing 
Tories’ — in other words, even more Tory 
than the Tory Party. We must also make it 
clear that, while our general attitude is one 
of wishing to co-operate with the police and 
obey the law, we are not prepared to be 
trodden on and deprived of our lawful rights 
by police officers who either: (1) hate us for 


. what we stand for; (2) are anxious to ingrat- 


iate themselves with their superiors and their 
local police authority so as to help their 
prospects of promotion; (3) just want a quiet 
life. 

There is no doubt in my mind that the 


Tory Government, which controls the police 
through the Home Office and (in the case of 
Scotland) the Scottish Office, is out to use 
the nation’s police forces to make it 
increasingly impossible for us to function as 
a party. This of course is far preferable, 
from the Government’s point of view, to an 
outright ban. With the former method, the 


-Government can maintain some pretence that 


‘democracy’ still exists in Britain, whereas 
with the latter this would not be possible. 

We for our part must make two things 
clear to the police, wherever they may be: 
firstly, that we will give them our maximum 
co-operation as long as they are acting 
within both the letter and the spirit of the 
law in safeguarding our rights as a party; 
secondly, that when they overstep their 
proper powers and attempt to suppress these 
rights we will make things as difficult for 
them as possible! 


The writer of this article has requested that 
his name be withheld because of the risk that 
otherwise he may be victimised at his place 
of employment. This is just one more 
example of the fact that we in Britain are 
living in a ‘police state’. 


THE GAP WIDENS 


The credibility of the Tory Government and opposition 
parties has hit a new low in 1993, creating great 
opportunities for nationalism, says MATTHEW ARMITAGE 


IN the 1970s the nationalist movement in 
Britain made spectacular progress in 
attracting members and votes. Initially, 
the media and the established political 
parties tried ignoring this, but after the 
two general elections in 1974 they were 
forced to treat nationalists much more 
seriously. The reasons they gave for our 
success differed, as did their view on 
dealing with it. 

Labour was in power from 1974 to 1979, 
and its reaction to the rise of British 
Nationalism was one of outright hysteria. Its 
propagandists spewed forth a mass of hate, 
accompanied by glib comparisons with Nazi 
Germany. This was an attempt to ‘shame’ 
the large numbers of the electorate then 
being attracted to the burgeoning nationalist 
movement. 

Such spurious smears for the most part 
didn’t work, and Labour then turned to its 
traditional methods of intimidation: the 
picket and the boot. Those attending nation- 
alist meetings had to run a gauntlet of 
frenzied violence and screaming hatred. Any 
` attempt by nationalists to hit back, on the 
` other hand, would be described as “bully- 
boy’ tactics. Although some members of the 
nationalist movement decided they had had 
enough of this and got out, the flow of new 
members and votes was not abated. 

Labour’s brutish, pig-headed campaign 
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was counter-productive for it only succeeded 
in giving the nationalist movement yet more 
publicity. It was also instrumental in under- 
mining Labour’s political standing, since its 
tactics clearly aligned it with the communist 
gangster régimes in Eastern Europe. This 
served to alienate the elctorate still further 
from Labour. 


CLOSET SUPPORT 


The attitude of Conservatives towards 
nationalism was very different. Those on the 
right of the party always had a grudging 
admiration for nationalists and their uncomp- 
romising stances against immigration and the 
EEC. Some Tories even held dual member- 
ship of the Conservative Party and the 
National Front. Conversely, many former 
nationalists are now Tory Party members, 
hoping vainly that they might turn that party 
around to their point of view. Some of 
these, if challenged about their former 
political allegiance, start wailing about the 
‘mistakes’ they made; but quite a few others 
are not prepared to apologise for supporting 
nationalism in the 1970s. At many nation- 


Mrs. THATCHER 
For a long time voters were fooled by the 
‘right-wing’ and ‘patriotic’ image given to 
the Tories under her leadership 


alist rallies, Monday Club supporters were 
often seen lurking in the background, 
attracted by their curiosity and underlying 


Contd. on next page 


sympathy but frightened to be openly 
identified. 

This uneasy alliance continued until 
nationalist votes began taking off around 
1976/77, when the Tory Party became 
increasingly worried that its applecart might 
be upset. For a time, its fears could be 
allayed by pointing to the fact that most 
nationalist votes were being taken from 
Labour. Eventually, however, it became 
clear that all parties were losing out to 
nationalism, and the Tories could see a big 
desertion of their voters as being very much 
on the cards. ` 

Unlike the dim-witted yobbos of Labour, 
the Conservatives came to adopt a radically 
different, and ultimately far more effective, 
strategy for stemming the tide of British 
Nationalism. 

They saw clearly that the nationalist 
appeal lay in patriotism, opposition to 
immigration and Europe, and a strong stance 
on law and order. They therefore set about 
pitching their own appeal to the voters on 
the very same bases. 

The Union flag was prominently displayed 
at Conservative Party meetings. One Tory 
election poster even used the slogan ‘Britain 
First’? — taken from the name of a nation- 
alist newspaper. A short time afterwards, 
Margaret Thatcher became party leader and 
set out to continue the process of giving a 
‘right-wing’ image to the Tories. Many 
nationalists claimed at the time that all this 
was a complete sham designed solely to win 
over former nationalist voters. They were 
later proved to be absolutely right. 


TORY TACTICS SUCCESSFUL 


By 1978 the deceitful tactics of the 
Conservatives had started to have some 
effect on nationalist votes and recruitment. 
In the 1979 general election the Tories were 
returned to power and the nationalist vote 
took a considerable dive from its peak of 


Stickers and | Legal Fund: 
Latest update 


A number of people have recently written to 
the British National Party office asking whether 
stickers and posters are still being withheld from 
distribution. 

The answer is: yes they are. We are still 
waiting to be given a date on which the High 
Court will hear an appeal by John Tyndall and 
Richard Edmonds against a conviction passed by 
a lower court whereby they were held responsible 
for any. ‘advertisements’ bearing the party’s name 
which are placed on public display contrary to the 
Town & Country Planning Act of 1990, even if 
such advertisements were placed without their 
,knowledge or consent. 

We have some reason to believe that it will be 
many months before this appeal is heard. 
However, we have grounds for optimism 
concerning our prospects when it finally does 
come to court. In a seemingly identical case 
coming before the same court recently the 
defendants won their appeal. 

In the meantime, the Legal Fund launched to 
help with the party’s defence has so far raised 
£1,880.00 towards a target of £2,000. £120 still 
to go! 


two or three years before. 

The advent of what appeared to be a 
‘right-wing’ Conservative Government only 
caused further weakening of nationalist 
support. Here the media helped a great deal, 
for Mrs. Thatcher was often depicted by the 
press as provoking the hatred of the left, and 
this served further to convince people of 
patriotic inclinations that she was on the 
right track. , 

At the time I was doing a literature round, 
selling Spearhead and other nationalist 
publications. Among my customers were a 
number of Tory types, a few of whom were 
quite influential locally. Shortly after the 
1979 election I called on one of these and 
was greeted by the words: ‘‘I won't be 
needing your literature any longer, old chap. 
We've got a good right-wing government 
now, and I aim to support them all I can. So 
goodbye.” 

I hope he is now pleased with his choice! 

Once in power, the Tories did little to 
justify their ‘right-wing’ reputation. Their 
main objective seemed to be to adopt 
policies and enact legislation to enable them 
to stay in power indefinitely. To this end, 
they embarked on a devious campaign to 
weaken all opposition. A new Public Order 
Act was passed which almost finished 
picketing and street protests. Anti-union 
legislation gravely weakened the unions and 
ultimately the Labour Party itself. Then the 
Falklands War in 1982 and the defeat of the 


miners’ strike two years later enhanced the - 


Tories still further. With a huge majority of 
144 in the 1983 general election they 
embarked on an ambitious policy which 
seemed to aim at the complete annihilation 
of socialism. One by one, former nation- 
alised industries and services were 
privatised. The Government then tried 
introducing the Community Charge, which it 


‘Claimed would make local government more 


accountable to the electorate. This was an 


attempt to finish off high-spending left-wing 
Labour councils. In fact it failed dismally, 
turning huge numbers of previous Tory 
loyalists against the Government. Eventually 
it was abandoned before further harm could 
be done. 


TORY CHANGEOVER 


The reaction all this produced within the 
Tory Party itself led to the downfall of Mrs. 
Thatcher, who had vociferously and belliger- 
ently defended the Community Charge. The 
wimpish ‘liberal’ John Major then took over. 
His policies have been even more disastrous 
than Mrs. Thatcher’s, but the Tories still 
managed to win the 1992 general election, 
though with a greatly reduced majority. 

The Tories won mainly because of the 
paucity of opposition. It would seem that 
Conservative attempts to discredit the main 
rival parties worked well, though the task 
was made easy by the latter’s lack of con- 
vincing leaders or policies. The Liberal 
Democrats claimed that they had enough 
votes in the 1992 election to give them 150 
seats under a PR system; as it was, they 
won only 20. Labour is still the main party 
of opposition but it just cannot seem to get 
enough votes at the crucial moments to bring 
it back to office. This means that we could 
be saddled with a Conservative Government 
for years to come. 

Nationalism was dormant throughout the 
1980s. Recently, however, there have been 
considerable stirrings of support again. The 
main opposition parties have policies with 
little appeal, and the Tories’ ‘right-wing’ 
stance has been exposed as thoroughly bogus 
— indeed under the new leadership it is 
scarcely: even attempted any more. More 
important, there is no Margaret Thatcher 
waiting in the wings to come forward as a 
new ‘white hope’ of the right. 

All this bodes well for a big nationalist 
resurgence in the years ahead! 


Remember the cause in your will! 


We wish all of our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this 
earth for ever. Have you ever thought about how you can help the good 


cause when you are gone? 


The British National Party has benefited immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. The practice dates back to 
the early 1980s, when one such supporter left us a legacy. It was not huge 
but the sum, invested in a building society, has been of immense help to us 
across the years, earning interest and enabling us, in occasional crises, to 
draw on the principal sum. The interest has largely cancelled out the 
drawings, so that most of the money is still there. 

Why not become one of these benefactors yourself by leaving something 
in your will to either the BNP or Spearhead? It is not even necessary for you 
to be elderly — an accident could befall any of us at any age, and if we have 
no families but have not made our wills we would die intestate and our 
assets, financial and otherwise, would become the property of the state. 
Think of it — your hard-earned savings going to the Government! 

It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for it in 
the event of your death, but nevertheless you may well like to set aside 
something for the good cause. On the other hand, if you have no next of kin 
there is all the more reason for ensuring that the cause gets something when 


you go. 


So don’t wait till tomorrow. See your solicitor immediately about making 
your will and including the BNP and/or Spearhead in it! 
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CROOKS, SWINDLERS 


AND ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


MICHAEL EASTER makes a call for a political system 
which, for a change, will produce honest rulers 


WE are lucky to live in a democracy! At 
least this is what we are told day in, day 
out. There’s only one right way: the 
democratic way. In a democracy, so they 
say, everyone has the chance to influence 
the making of laws. You must obey the 
law because it has been democratically 
passed by parliament! 3 

But are we really lucky to live in a 
democracy? Over the years, this country has 
been in and out of crisis, and the physical 
and moral strength of the nation has declined 
to danger level. And if we look at other 
countries we see the pattern repeated, with 
their governments being equally unable to 
govern and to provide stable conditions. 

In fact, this ‘democracy’ is a system 
which consistently produces bad govern- 
ment — government by nonentities and often 
crooks. How can we be so stupid as to 
believe that we are lucky to live in a 
democracy? 

The truth is that the myth of democracy is 
a very convenient disguise for the rogues in 
parliament. There can now hardly be any 
serious doubt that ‘demo-cratic’ government, 
in the form now current in thr western 
world, is a government of swindlers. 
Currently, we see massive corruption in 
Italy and France, where millions of lire and 
francs taken in bribes by government 
ministers have been subject to public 
exposure. In the United States it is recorded 
that in the election expenses of senators 75 
per cent have received large donations from 
Zionist organisations. The Senate then 
approves the transfer to Israel of billions of 
dollars of the taxpayers’ money. Nearer 
home, we can safely assume that similar 
rackets are being operated by the ‘Common 
Market’. For a start, witness recent 
revelations of the lavish life-styles and 
spending of those involved in the European 
Bank for Reconstruction and Development. 
Witness also the enormous salaries and 
expense accounts allowed to Euro MPs — 
no doubt in order to bribe them to toe the 
‘Euro’ line without protest. These swindles 
will be self-perpetuating and will need a lot 
of stopping. 


THE ALTERNATIVE 


All this is well known in. nationalist 


circles, and has led to a call for revol- 


utionary change. But what is the alternative 
to the racket that masquerades under the 
name of ‘democracy’? 

Few relish the idea of dictatorship or rule 
by a small élite (although these things are 
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largely what we have now). And revolution 
is connected, in most people’s mind, with 
bloodshed and violence. So can nationalists 
offer an alternative to the present “democ- 
racy” other than dictatorship? 


This is the London headquarters of the 


European Bank for Reconstruction and 
Development. Set up ostensibly to provide 
aid to the countries of the former Soviet 
Union and ex-communist Eastern Europe, 
its executives have spent £100 million on 
these projects while lavishing £200 million 
on providing luxurious premises and perks 
for themselves. This is part of the corrup- 
tion which, says the writer, typifies the 
behaviour of the rulers of modern demo- 
cracy. 


kk SALE aitaan mna ENE n kk a gidai 


I believe we can because in my view what 
is currently called ‘democracy’ is a perver- 
sion of the original concept. True democracy 
in ancient Greek times meant that all who 
had standing in society could take part in 
government. This very definitely did not 
mean everyone. For example, in Athens 
property was the basis for qualification to 
vote, while in early Saxon times that qualif- 
ication was earned by demonstration of the 
ability to bear arms in defence of the 
homeland. 

We could adopt a policy by which only 
people with certain qualifications could vote. 
One such qualification would be proof of 
certain skills and education. There would 
also be a requirement for men to have 
completed military training. Finally, there 
would be no question of foreigners being 
allowed the vote. 

In other words, the vote would be a 
privilege to be earned, not a right extended 
to all. 

Turning next to candidates : for parlia- 
ment, they too should have qualifications. 
Firstly and without doubt, they should be of 
British nationality and descent. The absurd- 
ity of having foreigners in parliament should 
cease. 

The same rules should apply to elections 
for local government. 

Furthermore, would-be members of both 
parliament and local councils should be able 
to have demonstrated some personal success 
and competence in their occupations. No 
longer would a degree in politics or a few 
years at Transport House or Smith Square be 
deemed as suitable training for an MP. 

The next and perhaps most fundamental 
change is that MPs should be required to 
discuss proposed legislation with their 
constituents and then vote as the latter 
direct. Nowadays MPs often ignore the 
views of those who have elected them and 
vote simply as their party directs. In this 
respect it would be the duty of an MP to 
place all available facts before electors so 
that those electors are able properly to assess 
the effects of prospective legislation. This, 
again, is the opposite of the current practice, 
in which secrecy and distortion of facts by 
parliamentary crooks are standard procedure. 

This system, in which the electorate is 
still very broadly based and is not just a 
small élite, could transform government and 
purge parliament of the crooks and 
swindlers, replacing them with good men 
and women with a genuine interest in the 
welfare of the nation. We would then be 

Contd. on page 20 
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AND 
NATION 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Box “117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: I enjoyed reading John Tyndall’s 
article: ‘Why Society is collapsing under the 
crime wave’, but I was surprised at his 
concern over ““... the risk of offending some 
of our devoutly Christian readers” before 
launching a very mild attack on the low 
standards prevailing amongst today’s eccles- 
lastical fraternity. Why the apparent 
uneasiness? I read no criticism of Jesus 
Christ, no blasphemous references. Why 
should any Christian, devout or otherwise, 
be in the least offended? 

Most Christians in Britain today are 
decent patriotic folk; make no mistake about 
that. The problem lies in their unfortunate 
tendency to accord such high deference to 
that ragbag of traitors, sexual perverts and 
out-and-out rogues making up so much of 
the Anglican Church’s hierarchy. Truly 
enlightened Christians recognise that, on the 
whole, high rank within the church is a 
measure not of closeness to God but of 
ascending levels of moral depravity. 
Unenlightened Christians, on the other hand, 
often need reminding that the Bishops, for 
example, are not actually appointed by God 
himself. Indeed, were that so, then we could 
be sure that He would waste no time in 
clearing out the shower of degenerate 
rubbish currently infesting those once 

There are currently two Christian faiths in 
this country: the Christianity of the Bible 
and the ‘Christianity’ of the Bishops. Christ- 
ians must soon be called to make their 
choice between the two. 

One the one hand, the Bishops — to a 
man — tell us we must integrate the races. 
But the Bible, on the other hand, contains 
not one single word endorsing multi- 
racialism. On the contrary, the books of 
Ezra and Nehemiah, to name but two among 
many, contain extensive, unequivocal 
commands to segregate the races. If the 
Bible were written today, there is no doubt 


that it would be banned under the race 


relations laws. 

The Bishops’ ‘Christianity’ allows so- 
called ‘multi-faith worship’ in Anglican 
churches. This was passed as acceptable by 
the General Synod in July of last year. Now 
Moslems, Hindus, fire. worshippers and the 
rest can participate in and defile Christian 
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services. The Bible calls this ““an abomin-' 
ation”” (Deuteronomy 7:25) and calls upon 
Christians to keep themselves apart from 
those worshipping false gods (2 Corinthians 
6:14). 

Homosexuality — including the Peter Ball 
variety — is now widely regarded in the 
Church of England as ‘‘a gift from God.” 
But the Bible calls it ‘‘detestable’’ (Romans 
1:26), and punishable by death (Leviticus 
18:22,29). 


The Bishops promote internationalism as. 


if it were God’s will, yet the Bible is an 
exhaustive lesson on the virtues of nation- 
alism. The word ‘nation’ is used well over 
five hundred times. 

Those Christians who still accept God’s 
word over that of the Bible-rewriting charl- 
atans of contemporary Bishopdom should 
have no hesitation in fully embracing British 
racial nationalism. I can find nothing in that 
creed which even remotely offends against 
God’s laws. Have no fear: the BNP is defin- 
itely not un-Christian — except of course in 
the sick, evil fantasy worlds of trendy 
sodomite Bishops like Peter Ball. 

P. PRICE 
Nottingham 


SIR: You do your supporters a disservice by 
permitting the publication of articles like that 
of Mr. Mullin on the athletic prowess of 
Negroes and Whites. 

In a recent soccer international in Turkey, 
the team wearing England shirts. was almost 
half black. No wonder the Turks were a bit 
miffed: they must have thought they were 
playing Africa too! However, England 
manager Taylor does not exactly have a 
galaxy of white soccer talent to choose from 
at the moment. So is Mr. Mullin really 
suggesting that ‘‘some sinister interest 


group”” is forcing Mr. Taylor to choose 

players from an ethnic minority? 
Non-Whites may make up 10-20 per cent 

of the under-30 population of England, but 


many of these are Asian, so I would have 
thought that even the most ardent race- 
mixers would have been satisfied with one 
or two Negroes in the ‘England’ side. 

The fact of the matter is that the Negro is 
physically superior in certain respects (speed 
of contraction, for instance) and will dom- 
inate all sports where these factors are 
important. 

Eventually, the only sports in which 
Whites will be able to compete successfully 
— unless sport is segregated of course — 
will be swimming (where body fat percen- 
tage is important), the ‘sedentary’ sports 
(such as motor racing) and those requiring 
fine joint positions (bowls, etc.). The 
physical superiority of the Negro is surely a 
genetic difference which ‘racists’ should 
seek to exploit rather than deny. This does 
not mean that Whites should not seek to 
achieve good physical condition — that will 
always come in handy. 

Dr. T.S. MORLEY 
Greeba, Isle of Man 


EDITOR’S NOTE: Some readers may feel 
here that Dr. Morley is rather under-estim- 
ating white sporting ability. What about 
golf? What about winter sports? What about 
gymnastics (where Asiatics are very com- 
petent but Blacks hardly seen)? What about 
tennis? What about weightlifting and athletic 
field events where strength is at a premium 
(shot, discus, hammer, javelin)? What about 
wrestling, judo, etc.? Has black superiority 
been demonstrated in any of these sports? 

As for the ‘England’ soccer team, some 
would argue whether the Blacks therein have 
been selected on merit or for some other 
reason. So far they haven’t done us much 
good against the Whites of Italy, Germany, 
etc. The same can be said of the multi-racial 
cricket rabble who disgraced us in India and 
will assuredly get slaughtered this Summer 
by the all-white team that will be repres- 
enting Australia. 
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ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 
BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled “Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 
BLOOD GROUPS AND RACEx (Roger Pearson) 
65p. Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
group patterns by means of classification techniques. 
2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. à 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) €5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 
CHURCHILL'S WAR (David Irving) €16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of ‘its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, .packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDAs (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. s 
DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
—and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
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comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
EUGENICS AND RACEx (Roger Pearson) 65p. A 
selection of articles from Northern World magazine, 
showing that heredity is the basis for the study of both 
race and eugenics. 2nd ed. 1966, 42pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ““...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. ; 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
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Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 1 
HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) €7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can't smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES -(Prof. Henry 
Garrett) f1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 


intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 


1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000x (Colin Jordan) £1.00. 
A fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
“harmonisers”. 1993, 39pp. 


MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 

OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 


War II. 1989, 230pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
L4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. ' 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) .50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. , 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 


been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 


weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the “anti-semitic” smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 


campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THEx 
(George Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work 
by a distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing the 
link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TOO BRIGHT THE VISION?*« (Arthur Lewis) 
£7.99. The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who 
upheld the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in 
Rhodesia. Despite being born in the UK, the author had 
the honour of being barred from this country by the 
Wilson régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. : 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 


UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. ' 
WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 


are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBTx 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists | 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 


WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? (William G. 
Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. ` 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THEx (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, coyering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 


staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 
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A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
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Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 58p post- 


free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing-onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 

Join us! New recruiting leaflet designed to aid coming 
BNP Autumn and Winter recruitment campaign. Gives 
brief account of best-known BNP policies. A summons 
to battle! 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. a 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
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purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 

Wake up Scotland?! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally ?92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ”91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 


Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally ?82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 


“Unite and fight for Britain's future'. Speeches by 


Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 
Tyndall Speaks 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain's economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) “The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) “Why we 


I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 


must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) “The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 
Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Subscribers’ addresses 


Currently, some Spearhead subscribers may 
find their names and addresses appearing indis- 
tinct when printed on their envelopes. This is 
because with the old addressing system, which we 
have been using for many years, addresses 
require to be retyped after use over a year or 
two. In the past we have made a regular habit of 
doing this with all addresses above a certain age, 
even in cases where the old ones are readable by 
the postal services for a little while longer. 

We are currently planning in a very short time 
to change our entire addressing system, using a 
computer procedure which will be much more 
efficient and which will result in all addresses at 
all times being very distinct. With this in view, 
we are not carrying out any general renewals of 
addresses under the old system, as within a month 
or so the system will no longer operate. 

In the meantime, however, we would be 
grateful if any subscribers who find the names 
and addresses on their envelopes so indistinct as 
to make reading difficult would notify us of the 
fact, and we will retype the names and addresses 
in their case so as to ensure their copies do not 
go astray before the adoption of the new 
addressing system. 

Thank you for your co-operation. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p post 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200:copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 

. 500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


‘Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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BNP Recruitment breaking records 


FIGURES for the recruitment of new 
members at British National Party Head 
Office show that enrolments are up again 
to as high level as has ever been achieved 
by the party. 

Because it is party policy not to give 
membership numbers out to the public, no 
specific figures are being shown here, but 
in the graph below the upward trend can 
be seen clearly enough. 

Recruitment was going excellently until 
the period around the general election in 
April last year, then it tailed off some- 
what; branches were physically and finan- 
cially stretched by the election, and for a 
while afterwards less leafletting occurred. 

Gradually, however, momentum caught 
up again, and after September a notice- 


able rise in recruitment occurred. It took 
a dip in December as attention turned to 
Christmas, and then it started rising 
again. Last month (March 1993) was the 
joint highest ever month for enrolments, 
equalling the previous record reached in 
January 1992, and in February and 
March combined more new members were 
recruited than in any previous two months 
in the history of the party. 

On an area basis, London and the East 
Midlands have led the way so far this 
year. Among others, recruitment in Buck- 
inghamshire and Bedfordshire is patic- 
ularly good. That in West Midlands, the 
North West, North East and Yorkshire is 
fairly good, but Scotland has dropped a 
little from previous levels. 


RECRUITMENT GRAPH 
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BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY members 
enjoyed a stimulating visit to France last 
month to attend the annual congress of the 
Nationalist Party of France and Europe 
(PFNE). This was in response to an invit- 
ation by PFNE President Claude Cornilleau, 
who addressed our own BNP rally in 
London last October. 

On Friday, April 2nd, we caught the ferry 
to Calais and drove down to Paris. We made 
the Eiffel Tower our first port of call, and 
the more energetic of our members decided 
to get to the top by climbing the steps. I 
took a leisurely stroll along the left bank of 
the Seine. We then visited the Cathedral of 
Notre Dame, the Place de la Concorde and 
other well-known places of interest before 
arriving at our pre-arranged rendezvous 
point close to the Louvre. 

As we waited for our host to arrive we 
were pleased to meet the people who run the 
Ogmiss Bookshop, a nationalist shop. The 
last time I was in Paris the shop was 
attacked by an armed gang of terrorists, but 
things were more peaceful on this occasion. 

Our host then arrived and took us to an 
excellent dinner in an area known as 
‘Artists’ Hill’ in Montmartre. We enjoyed an 
excellent meal and good music. 

On Saturday morning we were up bright 
and early to get on the road for the drive to 
the area where the congress was held, a 
country retreat in Eastern France. When we 
arrived at the old chateau which served as 
the location we were greeted by M. Corn- 
illeau and also by BNP leader John Tyndall, 
who had driven down separately, having 
taken the Newhaven-Dieppe ferry. Over 
lunch we got together with our French 
comrades, who, like us, understand the 
value of friendship and co-operation between 
white nationalists across the world. 

The congress was opened by PFNE Vice 
President Eric Sausset. He was followed by 
Michel Faci, who deliverd a lively speech 
which was received with great enthusiasm. 
We then heard from a young PFNE activist 
Cedric Begin, who told of his ordeal in 
prison where he had been sent by the author- 
ities as a consequence of his activities 
(France is just as tyrannical as Britain 
towards its nationalist dissidents). 

It was then the turn of John Tyndall, who 
delivered a brief message in French (with 
the help of translation by M. Cornilleau) to 
the congress on behalf of the BNP. He was 
followed by Claude Cornilleau himself, who 
made the final speech of the day. Through- 
out the proceedings we were fortunate to 
have the services of a skilled interpreter, 
who explained the general gist of what the 
speakers were saying. Everyone left the hall 
greatly enthused and with fresh zest for the 
struggles ahead. 

Speakers had identified a common enemy 
out to destroy every white nation. The 


PFNE came across as a militant organisation 


A report by 


JOHN PEACOCK 


with a programme designed to select and 
educate the best of its youth as future 
leaders in the fight to rescue France. The 
speeches were ideological and educative — 
of the kind that the BNP tends to restrict to 
internal training seminars rather than popular 
rallies. 


BNP contingent visits French patriots 


impressive as we marched to the beat of a 
drum. When we arrived back in front of the 
chateau a large fire was lit from the torches 
and there was plenty of singing and 
merriment into the early hours of Sunday 
morning. 

I was up and about at first light. Over 
breakfast the friendly conversation reflected 
the mood. We then got on the road and 
made for home. } 

I must end with a word of praise for our 


TYNDALL SPEAKS ] IN FRANCE 
Here the BNP leader is seen addressing the congress of the PFNE 


German and Swiss contingents arrived 
during the afternoon, completing the inter- 
national representation at the event. 

Of course, there are some differences in 
the activities and tactics employed by the 
PFNE in France and our party in Britain. 
Their methods are adapted to their country 
and ours to our country. We unite in 
common allegiance to the white race and to 
European culture and civilisation; we can 
agree to differ on methods, which will 
naturally vary from one land to another. 

In the evening we sat in the main hall and 
enjoyed a magnificent dinner, which 
consisted of a variety of dishes and lots of 
wine. Many friendships were struck up as 
conversation flowed. This is the wonderful 
thing about such gatherings, and one is 
conscious of that special something we all 
have in common -- love of race. 

When darkness fell some of us assembled 
outside for a torchlight procession around 
the grounds. With flags flying and torches 
lighting the way, the procession was 


hostess and cook, who did a magnificent job 
catering .for well over a hundred people. We 
were treated with great kindness and hospit- 
ality, and on behalf of everyone in the BNP 
contingent I would like to thank Claude 
Cornilleau and his comrades for a great 
weekend. 


IMPORTANT EVENTS 


As we go to the printer there are three big 
events coming up which will be too late to report 
in this issue. These are: East London (April 
22nd): Regional meeting addressed by BNP 
leader John Tyndall; Rochdale (April 23rd): 
BNP St. George's Day dinner addressed by John ` 
Tyndall; Central London (April 25th): BNP 
march and rally with theme ‘Smash the IRA!’ 


Anglo-Saxon Runes (John Kemble) £7.95 
The Case of Tyler Kent (John Snow) £3.50 
Evil Good Men Do (Jeffrey Hamm) £9.30 
The Other Face of Searchlight: Thuggery, 
Buggery, Arson and Whores. £1.50 

Full lists on requests from Steven Books, 10 
Lincoln Way, Enfield, Middlesex EN1 1TE. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX 
EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10 8XU 
CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, 
Surrey SM5 4QW 
` SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


` EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 


WATFORD 
BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


LUTON & DUNSTABLE 
PO Box 396, Luton, Beds. LU1 1YY 


ISLE OF WIGHT 
PO Box 7, Ventnor, L.O.W. PO38 1RA 


DEVON 
- PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


NORTH WALES 
PO Box 850, Bangor, Gwynedd LL57 2QJ 


BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 
WALSALL & CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
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CROOKS, SWINDLERS 
AND ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


DERBY 
PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MERSEYSIDE 
PO Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 
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The BNP also has units in Richmond-on- 
Thames, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, 
Isle of Sheppey, Reading, Gloucestershire, 
Bristol & Bath, Stevenage, Bedford, North- 
amptonshire, Stourbridge, Coventry, Mans- 
field, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Batley, Hull, York, Skipton, Tees-side, : 
Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumber- 
nauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock 
(Ayrshire), Inverness and Belfast. If you want 
to make contact with any of these units, or 
start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 
Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


reform of the system as a principal matter of 
policy. Such a policy would naturally be in 


OLDHAM 
PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8.2WW 


BLACKBURN 
PO Box 149, Blackburn, 
Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY 
PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 


NELSON & COLNE 
Flat 2, 18 Walton Street, Colne, 
Lancs. BB8 0EN 


BLACKPOOL 
PO Box 53, South Shore, 
Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 
PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 


HALIFAX 
PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 


TODMORDEN 
c/o PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 


DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, 
Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
CUMBRIA 

PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


PAISLEY 
PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 


NORTHERN IRELAND 
PO Box 20, Portadown, 
Co. Armagh BT62 3PX 


Please get things right! 


For the umpteenth time, we are asking all 
rag ATAA pir those sending orders and money to our office to 
j Parties, which s. to maintain the current separate rie intended tur Spearhead, British 
able xD. say truthfully that we were lucky to failed system in order to preserve their | Nationalist, the British Nationa! Party and the 
live in a democracy. monopoly of power. BNP Book Service. All these enterprises are 

But whether or not nationalists adopt Everyone knows that the existing system | separate for accounting purposes and also have 
reform of the political system as described is corrupt. So let nationalists show the way | separate bank accounts. Please do not include 
ere, they should nevertheless be calling for out of the mess! money for one in cheques made out to another! 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 Radibss a E aa Aaa 
WELLING — 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to: 081 316 4721) 


(Contd. from page 14) contrast to that of the Tory and Labour 
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